OHIO PUBLIC WORKS COMMISSION

65

East State Street, Suite 312

Columbus, Ohio 43215 5
(614) 466-0880 CRBOS

APPLICATION FOR FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE

Revised 6/90

-IMPORTANT: Applicant should consult the “Instructions for Completion of Proiect Application®

for assistance in the proper compietion of this form.

APPLICANT NAME

HAMILTON COUNTY, OHIQ

STREET

138 EAST COURT STREET

ROOM 700, COUNTY ADMINISTRATION BUILDING

CiTY/ZIP

CINCINNATI, OHIQ 45202

PROJECT NAME

SPRINGDALE ROAD, SECTION B IMPROVEMENT

PROJECT TYPE

WIDENING AND REHABILITATION

TOTAL COST $_ 1.039,369.00

DISTRICT NUMBER

2

COUNTY

HAMILTON

PROJECT LOCATION ZIP CODE 45251

RECOMMENDED AMOUNT OF FUNDING: §_935,432.10
FUNDING SOURCE (Check Only One):

State Issue 2 District Allocation
Grant

Loan

Loan Assistance

OPWC PROJECT NUMBER:

DISTRICT FUNDING RECOMMENDATION
To be completed by the District Commitiee ONLY

ihb 1Ed 21 dIS 06

(EENERERSE LIS
¥ IHL 40 377440

State Issue 2 Small Government Fund
State Issue 2 Emergency Funds
X Local Transporiation Improvement Fund

r———

FOR OPWC USE ONLY
OPWC FUNDING AMOUNT: §__




1.0 APPLICANT INFORMATION

CHIEF EXECUTIVE

OFFICER Donald €. Schramm, P.E.-P.S.
TITLE Hamilton County Fndaineer
STREET 138 F. Caourt Street
Room 700, County Admin. Bldg.

City/z2ip Cincinnati, OH 45202
PHONE (513 )_632 - 8603
FAX ( 513 ) _723 - 9748

1.2  CHIEF FINANCIAL
OFFICER Michael J. Maloney
TITLE Hamjlton County Auditor
STREET 138 F. Court Stireet

Room 3Q4-A, Co. Admin. Bldg.

CiTY/2IP Cincinnati, OH 45202
PHONE ( 513 ) 632 - 8212
FAX ( 513 ) 632 8722

1.3 PROJECT MGR Ted Hubbard, P.E.
TITLE Deputy County Engineer
STREET 223 M, Galbraith Road
CITY/ZIP Cincinnati, OH 45275
PHONE ( 513 ) _z751 -__ 7400
FAX ( 513 ) _761 -_ 9127

1.4  PROJECT CONTACT Joseph G. Hipfel, P.E.
TITLE _Planning and Design Engineer
STREET 138 E. Court Street

Room 700, Co. Admin. Bldg.

CITY/ZIP ~Lincinnati, OH 45202
PHONE ( 513 ) __632 - 8540
FAX ( 513 ) 723 - 08748

1.5 DISTRICT LIAISON William W. Brayshaw, P.E.-P.S.
TITLE ~Lhief Deputy Engineer _
STREET . 223 W, Galbraith Rd.-"_
CITY/ZiP Cincinnati, OH 45215
PHONE ( 513 ) _761 - 7400

FAX ( 543 ) _z81 - 9127



2.0 PROJECT INFORMATION

IMPORTANT: If project Is multi-jurisdictionatl in nature, information must be consolidated for

2.1
2.2

completion of this section.
PROJECT NAME: Springdale Road, Section B Improvement

BRIEF PROJECT DESCRIPTION - (Sectlons A through D):
A. SPECIFIC LOCATION: iocated in western Hamilton County, Colerain
Township, between Season Drive and Pippin Road.

B. PROJECT COMPONENTS: '
1) Remove existing asphalt surface, curbs, drainage structures and walk.

Widen existing roadway width from current 20 to 40'.

Replace existing subgrade with new material.

Replacement of deteriorated storm drain pipe.

Replacement of curb, drainage structures and sidewalk.

Resurface of pavement with asphalt concrete.

Seed and mulch, sod areas where needed.

C. PHYSICAL DlMENSIONS/CHARACTERISTICS:
The proposed roadway will consist of three (3) lanes, the center lane
to be used for turning only. Proposed roadway will have a width of
forty (40) feet. Project length is 3019.92 lineal feet or 0.57 miles.
Existing roadway is deteriorated due to base failure and must be
rebuilt and widened.

D. DESIGN SERVICE CAPACITY:

oW s
e M e e et

IMPORTANT: Detail shall be included regarding current service capacity vs proposed service

2.3

level, If road or bridge project, include ADT. If water or wastewater project,
include current residential rates based on monthly usage of 7,756 gallons per
household. :

The ADT for Springdale Road is as follows:

Westbound = 8,782 vehicles per day.
Eastbound = 11,780 vehicles per day.
Total = 20,562 vehicles per day.

1.20
28,675 = number of users per day.

>

The service capacity of Springdale Road will be significantly increased
due to the proposed turning lane, preventing traffic to backup waiting
for a vehicle to make a left turn.

REQUIRED SUPPORTING DOCUMENTATION .

(Photographs/Additional Description; Capital Improvements Report; Priority List;

S-year Plan; 2-year Maintenance of Effort report, etc.) Also discuss the number

of temporary and/or fulittime jobs which are likely to be created as a result of

gﬂs ;:;roject Attach Pages. Refer o accompanying Instructions for further
etail.



- 3.0 PROJECT FINANCIAL INFORMATION

3.1 PROJECT ESTIMATED COSTS (Round to Nearest Doilar):
(o)) Project Engineering Costs:

1. Preliminary Engineering S__N/A

2._ Final Design S__N/A

3. Construction Supervision $__N/A
b)  Acquisition Expenses

1. land $_ N/A

2. Right-of-Way §__N/A

c) Construction Costs $_889.369.00
()] Equipment Costs S_N/A

e) Other Direct Expenses S__N/A

$
§

f Contingencies 150,000.00

Q) TOTAL ESTIMATED COSIS 1,039,369.00

3.2 PROJECT FINANCIAL RESOURCES (Round to Nearest Dollar and Percen!)

- Dollars %

Q) Local In-Kind Contributions S
b) Local Public Revenues §_103,936.90 10
c) Local Private Revenues §
c) Other Public Revenues

1. ODOT )

2. FMHA S

3. OEPA $

4, OWDA S

5. CDBG S

6. Other $
e) OPWC Funds

1. Grant $ 935.432.10 90

2. Loan $

3. Loan Assistance $
19 TOTAL FINANCIAL RESOURCES $_1,039,369.00 100

L

If the required local match is to be 100% In-Kind Contributions, list source of funds to be
used for retainage purposes:

3.3 AVAILABILITY OF LOCAL FUNDS

Indicate the status of all local share funding sources listed In section 3.2(a)
through 3.4(c). In addition, If funds are coming from sources listed In section
3.2(d), the following Information must be aftached to this project application:

1)  The date funds are available: -

2) Veiification of funds in the formn of an agency approval letter
Or agency project number. Please include the name and
number of the agency contact person.




3.4 PREPAID ITEMS

Definitions:

Cost - Total Cost of the Prepaid ltem.

Cost item - Non-construction costs, Including preliminary engineering, . fina;
design, acquisition expenses (land or dght-of-way).

Prepaid - . Cost itermns (non-construction costs directly related to the project),
paid prior to receipt of fully executed Project Agreement from

| OPWC,
Resource Category - Source of funds (see section 3.2).
Veirification - Invoice(s) and copies of warant(s) used to for prepaid costs,

accompanied by Project Manager’s Certification (see section 1.4).

IMPORTANT: Verification of all prepald ifems shall be aftached to this project application.

COST ITEM RESOURCE CATEGORY COst
1) $
2) $
3) $
TOTAL OF PREPAID ITEMS $ N/A

3.5 REPAIR/REPLACEMENT or NEW/EXPANSION

This section need only be completed If the Project Is to be funded by $I2 funds:

TOTAL PORTION OF PROJECT REPAIR/REPLACEMENT $ %
State Issue 2 Funds for Repair/Replacement  §
(Not to Exceed 90%)

TOTAL PORTION OF PROJECT NEW/EXPANSION
State Issue 2 Funds for New/Expansion
(Not to Exceed 50%)

%

T s

4.0 PROJECT SCHEDULE

ESTIMATED ESTIMATED
START DATE COMPLETE DATE

4.1 ENGR. DESIGN 02 / 01 / 85 05 / 20 /90
4.2 BID PROCESS 03 / 01 / 91 03 / 22 / 91
4.3 CONSTRUCTION 04 / 30 / 91 07 / 30 /91




5.0 APPLICANT CERTIFICATION

The Applicant Certifies That:

As the official representative of the Applicant, the undersigned cerifies that:
(1D he/she is legally empowered to represent the applicant in both requesting
and accepting financial assistance as provided under Chapter 164 of the Ohlo
Revised Code and 164-1 of the Ohio Administrative Code; (2) that to the best
of his/her knowledge and belief, all representations that are a part of this
application are true and cormect: (3) that dll official documents and
commitments of the applicant that are a part of this application have been
duly authorized by the goveming body of the Applicant: (4) and, should the
requested financial assistance be provided, that in the execution of this project,
the Applicant will comply with all assurances required by Ohio law, including
those involving minority business utilization, Buy Ohio, and prevailing wages.

IMPORTANT: Applicant certifies that physical construction on the project as
defined in this application has not begun, and will not begin, untll
Q Project Agreement on this project has been issued by the Ohio
Public Works Commission. Action to the contrary Is evidence that
OPWC funds are not necessary to complete this project.

IMPORTANT: In the event of a project cost underrun, applicant understands that
the identified local match share (sections 3.2(a) through 3.2(c) will
be paid in full toward completion of this project. Unneeded OPWC
funds will be returned to the funding source from which the project
was financed.

DONALD C. SCHRAMM, P.E.-P.S., HAMILTON COUNTY ENGINEER

ing RepreseanZaype Name and Title)
(ol tiete, 1/ Afbo

ure/Date Sigied =

Applicant shall check each of the statements bslow. confrming that ol required Informetion Is Included In this

oppilcation:

X A fve-year Caopial improvements Report as required In 164-1-31 of the Chle Administrative Coda
c:nad a two-year Molnfenance of [occl ;Eﬂorr Repart as required in 164-1-12 of the Ohlo Administrative
Code.

X A registerad professional englneer’s estimate of useful ife as teqgulred In 164-1-13 of the Ohlo
Adminkfrative Code. Estimate shall contaln enginesr's orginal sedl ond signature.

X A registered professional englneer's estimate of cost as required In 164-1-14 and 164-1-15 of the Ohlo
Adminktiative Code. Estimate shall contaln engineer’s oilginal seal and signature.

X A cerlified copy of the legsiation by the governing body of the appifcant authorzing a designated

officlal to submit this application and to exocuta contracts.
:‘E/i A copy of the cooperation agresment(s) (for projects Involving more than one subdivison or district).

YES  Coplas of all Involess and wanants for those ttems Identifled os *pre-pald” In section 4.4 of thi
X N/A  application, .



6.0 DISTRICT COMMITTEE CERTIFICATION
:Il]hw; .Distric’r Integrating Committee for District Number 2 Certifies

As the officlal representative of the District Public Works Integrafing Committee,
the undersigned hereby certifies: that this application for financial assistance
Qs provided under Chapter 164 of the Ohio Revised Code has been duly
selected by the appropriate body of the District Public Works Integrating
Commiitee; that the project's selection was based entirely on an objective,
District-oriented set of project evaluation criteria and selection methodology
that are fully reflective of and In conformance with Ohio Revised Code
Sections 164.05, 164.06. and 164.14, and Chapter 164-1 of the Ohio
Administrative Code; and that the amount of financial assistance hereby
recommended has been prudently derived In consideration of all other
financial resources available to the project. As evidence of the District’s due
consideration of required project evaluation criteria, the results of this project’s
ratings under such criteria are attached to this application.

DONALD C. SCHRAMM, CHAIRMAN DISTRICT #2 INTEGRATING COMMITTEE

Cerlifying Representative (Type Name and Tifie)
%ﬂ e Mmmu /,//1///

Sighature/Date Signed




HAMTLTOR COUNTT BHGINGER'S O

-
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5 TEAR CAPITOL IMFROVEMERT LAY - 1951 THROUGH 1933

DECEHSER 3, 1386

PAGE X0, |

ESTINATED FROJECTED
PRGIECT RAME PROJECT  TIPE LIKITS ik COMMERTS  CORTRACTOR TRAR CORGULTARY

GRLBRAITH R0AD ROAD 1P COLERATE 10 H.C.H. CORP, §1,300,000.00 1991 SAVAGE-VALRRR
LAVRENCEBUES RD. BRID3E RE STEPHEAS YO SUSPERSION BR  $500,000.00 1431 KIRG & GAVARIS
ORI A0RE R0AD EI GREENWELL 70 CORP, $1,300,000.60 1931 JOE ALLER
R0UKT BSTTIH RD. SRILGE RE I, OF BROADNELL §200,000,00 1391 SAVAGE-WALKER
JESSUP RIRD RORD £1 CHEIVIOT 10 COLZRAIN §750,000.00 1931 McGILL,SKITH,PONSEON
EARRTSOK ROAD R0AD RF  GEEED 70 NULLEW $200,000.00 1951 JOE ALIEK

I NIAMI/ERRRISON RCAD EI INTZRSECTION $400,000.00 1991 BORGESS & WIPLE
RAPID RUS EOAD ROAD EI THTER. & A. FERRY $600,000.00 L11P 193] I.H.- JOR COTTRILL
STLVED LAE EGAD il BSIDNIY IC CORP. $300,000,60 ESTABLISHWENT 1391 AMB COMSULTANTS
25CE ROAD READ HI BR, TOWN 70 HARRISON $308,000.00 1ssR 2 1391 J0R ALEEK
CLEUGH 30A% BOAD BE HAGEL 70 PIGHT ¥ILE §400, 006, 00 1991 TADMAN-YDUNG
WOLEARGLE RGAD 1000 BY CLOOGH PIXE $600,000.00 1951 TRUKAN-TOUNG
BEZSURFACIES VARIOUS BOADS BF VARICDS COTWTY ROADS §2,000,000,00 1391

CLOZGH RCAD BRIDGE RE E, QF 3ERESHIRE $400,000.00 1381
BINT ROAL BRIDEE B2 N, OF {REET $280,000.00 1391
ROSALTA A0AD BRIDGE RE 0 LAWREXCERURG §185,00¢, 90 1331

VARIOUS KLSIOIPAL B3IDGES BRIDGE iz LOMP SUN §500,00¢,00 1391
ANDERSCR ZERRY D, 20AC EI SYGNET TC CRODESHANK §450,400.00 1991 BALEE
SFRINGDALL ROAD BCAD II SERSONE 3R. 70 BIPPIN {500, 000,00 LTIR 1391 I.B.,- JERRY CEESSEY
HCIDY CREET BOAD BRILGE %% ¥ DEVIL'S BACKEOE §300,00¢,00 1931
FLAINTIZLD 2DAD ROAL RF GALEEAITH 10 CROSS CODNTT  §521,000,09 Z53U% : 1881 BRARDSTERTER
SIGHALIZATICH ROAD H¥  YARIOUS INTERSECTIONS §230,000.06 HEH 1.8, PROJECT
MZSC., GUARIRAIL, FAVININT ZORD RE VARIOUE §200,00C.08 1351 I.B. PROJECT
MARTERS & 2IPE RCAD BV VARIOUS COGHTY ROADS §330,000.00 1391 1B, PROJECT
UHIOR CEMETEZRY BRIJGE 2F E. OF XONTGOHZRY $230,000.00 1821
CLEVEG-WARSAW ROAD ROAL EL 1 WEES, A, FERAT, EBERECT  §400,000.00 391 J08 ALLIN
SENTONN R0iD R0AD ¥¥ ZRTLOSE CRR IN CORC. BOX  §400,000.00 1491 1, 4. - 3OEM BECK
3RIEH ROAL RGAL 38 RELLIGE 72 EFSLAMONT §805,000.00  IgzoE 1891 JGE ALLEH
CRIZE CTUNTT ACCESE 23, oA WV AMBIALZT - ¢ RIDSE R0AD §800, 006,00 ILEN ROJLPERT
B22215CK 2020 ROAD 23 EILBY R0AD IRTERSBCTION §500,00¢.490 1391
MZEELVIT RCRD ROAD BE CURVE HOUIFICATION §75,000.00 1931 I, R. - JOE COTTRILL
AARRISON RCAD RCAD HE E WESSILMAN INTERSECTION  §300,000.00 1331 L.H. - ROK ¥oaD

TOTRL 702 1881 §18,511,000.00

CEZVIQT ROAD 200D E1 K, BEXD T0 7ALLAHASSER §330,000.00 1392 34114
I TEKPER ROAD 1020 EI SKIDER 10 KONTGOMERI §300, 000,00 1932
SIGHALIZATION RGAD BY VARIOOS INTERSECTIONS $250,000,00 1352 I.H. PROJECT
HARRISOH RJAD ROAD EI DRY FORK 70 CDRF. $130,000,00 1992 JOI ALLEX
PIEPIN RORD ROAD EI SP3ING. T0 J. GRAY §130,000.06 1592 BALXR
AUANS ROAD R0AE EI PIPFIN 70 NILES §300,000.00 1932 KeGILL,SMITH, PUMSHON
RESORFACIHE VARIOUS ROALS RE VARIES $1,000,000.00 1352
VARIODS WGSEICIPAL BRIZGES ERIDGE RE LUMP SDM §500, 000, 00 1992
VARIGOS SLIDE RYPATR ROAD RFLIKF SUX $200,000.00 1392
EAST EEHPER 2P, 203D BT KcIINWET 10 CDRP. §500,000,00 1952 SAVAGE-WALIER
KISC. GUARDRAIL, FAVENENT ROAD. RE VARIOUS $200,000.00 1152
NARRERS & PIFE DAL IV VARIOUS ROADS-COONTT WIBE  §350,800.00 1982 1.H. PROJECY
ROLLING LASE BRIDGE BE ¢ FIVE NILE ROAD 4300, 000.00 1382
BIECHNONT,ZAPDISON INT.  RORD EI INTZRSECTION WIDER & BEHA  $300,000.00 1952
DALT ROAD 200 RE CONPIOK 70 MERIBITH $130,000.00 1352

ILES BAS 0D RE SIDENALY REPAIRS §100,008.50 1992
FIPFIR ROAZ ROAG RE ADAMS TC SPRINGDALE $300,020.0% 1392

T07AL 732 1982

§E, 600, 00C. 0O

TIFL PROJECT:

1F = REPAIR

BB = REBLACEHENT

¥§ = ¥E¥ CORSTRU-
OF RELOCAT.



HAMILIOR COUNTT EHGINEZR'S OPFICE
5 YEAR CAFITOL THPRCVINENT Pidl

DECEMBER 3, 1998

PAGE NO,

ESTIKATED PROJILPED

PROJECY HAMZ PROJICT TN LIKITS Wikys COKHENTS  CONTRACTOR TEAR COHSULTANT
DELHI ROAD ROAD IT I MIZ5 INTERSECTION $100, 006,00 1993 I.H.~ JOH¥ BECK
KEXW00D ROAD ROAD EI GALBRAITE 70 C. CO. §300, 000,00 131
GALERAITH RGAD ROAD EI TEN¥OOD TG HOWT, §208,000.00 1993
¥ SHAROE R0AD 10AD RP MILL IC WIRTOR $200,000.00 1593
GALBRAITH ROAD R0AD B¢ COLIEAZE 70 CHEVIOT §200,000.00 1993
PIPPI¥ ROAD 204D RP ADAMS 70 SPREINGDALE $250,000.00 1983 KcGILL, SHITH,PORSHON
CROE5 CODHTY RORD BI 1IDGX - ZAsT §300,000.00 1393 T00LPER?
CONREZ/X KEMPER R0AD EL INTERSICTION §200,000.00 1993 TIUKAK-T0UHG
I [ZMPER/SKIDER RORD II INTERSECTION $500,000.00 1535 TETUAN-TOUEE
VARIQUS NUNICIPAL BRIDGES BE LUMP SOK §300, 000,00 1333
VARIODS SLIDE REPAIZ BOAD BF LUMP 30 §200,000.00 1803
RESUREACING VARIOUS ROADS RF VARTOUS COUXTY RORDS §1,000,000,00 1931
HISC. GDARDRAIL, PAVEMINT
HARKERS & PIPE R0AD R VARlos 205, - COUNTY ¥id  §350,000.00 134 1.4, PROJECLY
SIGEALIZRTION RORD Hi VARIOUS INTERSECTIONS §250,000.00 1893 1.H. PRCJECT

TOTAL TR 1993 §7,350,000.00
RAPID ALN 204D BCAD £I PONTIDS 70 MRRTIMI $500,00C, 08 1884 TIK GRAHAY
E KEKFER ROAD RORD EX R HART. TC SHIDER $200,000.00 1394
LOVELAHD ROAD 224D EI EOPZEEIL 70 LOVELAWD §230,000.00 1954 SAVAGE-WALEKER
NIETOR ROAD RERD BF K BEND 10 GALBRAITH §200,000.90 1394
VINTON ROAD ROAD I1 GALREAZTE 7C G HILLS §300, 000, 0¢ 15
VARIOUS KONICIPAL BRIDSES ERIDGE 2E LOWP SO §1,005,000,00 1394
VARIOUS ELIDE AEPAZR ROAL EFLOMP SoM §200,000.08 1883
SIGHALIZATION ROAD B VARIOBE INTERSRCTIONS §250,000.50 1304 1., PROJECT
RESURFACING VARIONS Roane £ VARISES CUDNTT ROADS §3,000, 000, 0 185¢
HMISC, GUARDRAIL, PAVEMENT
HARFERS & PIPE ROAD H¥ VARICUS COGHTY ROADS $150,000,00 L] 1R, BROJECT
KONTGOKERY ROAD 20AD II IEMWCOL TG HOSBROOK §325,000.00 1934
TOTAL MO 1994 §6,575,000.00

RITTENEQUSE ROAD 201D Bl M1, HESC T0 CLIME §400,000.00 1555
EOOMER ROAD 02D RE MICH. ARTEQNT 10 RACR 204 §500,000.00 1985
¥IST SHAROR ROAD RORD RE MILL 20AD 70 VIKTON 20AD  §500,000.00 1598
RESURZACING VARIODS ROADS BP TARIOUS COUMTY ROADS §3,000,000.00 1895
HISC, GUARDRAYL, PAVENENY
KAREERS & PIPRX 02D E¥ VARIODS CCONTY ROADS §150,000,00 1995
FIELDS - ERTEL ROAD RCAD Il NOWTGONZRY - WEST $1,000,000,90 1535
FIELDS - ERTRL ROAD R0AD EI NORTGOMIRY - ERS? §1,000, 600,00 1995

HOTE:
FIGURES REFRESEET FROFJSED PA0IZ

[l
-

1eTaL FOR 1983 §6,750,000.00

HORT PROJBITS MAT BE ADDED ZOB THE 1392, 1353, 19%£ AND 1995 PISCAL TEARS.

S AND MRY BE ALTERED IN FOTURE

TEARS T3 REZLECT CHARGING FUNDING RECUIREXISTS.

-
L

PROJECT TIRR:

1P = RIFAIR

EI = EIPARSIOR

RE = REPLACENENT

RV = NEW CORSTRG:C
G2 RELOCAT:



TWO-YEAR MAINTENANCE OF LOCAL EFFORT

HAMILTON COUNTY ENGINEER'S OFFICE

Project Type: Funding Source:
Rp - Repair L - Local

Ex - Expansion : _ F - Federal

Re - Replacement 5 - State

Nw — New Construction or Relocation

Project Description | Project Type | Funding Source | Appropriates
| | and % | or
| Rel Ex] Rel Nw] L | F | 8 | Expended
] ! I I | ] ] |
] I { [ [ I ! |
1990 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS ! | [ [ [ ] | I
' | [ ] | | I I !
1.  01d colerain Bridge | [ I X | [ 20 | { B8O |$ 291,425,00
2. Taylor Road Bridges ! ] | X | | 100 | [ | 255,930.00
3. Westwood Northern Blvd. | | | X | | 18 | ! 82 | 211,803.00
4, Curb Ramp Installations | I [ [ X | 100 | I | 80,005.80
5. Murray Avenue f [ I X | | 100 1 ! | 153,580.25
6. Eight Mile Road ! [ | X 1 100 | [ | 256,124.50
7. Dry Fork Road I [ I X | | 100 | f | 87,137.00
8. sSidewalk Repairs ] X 1 I | | 100 | l | 47,437.00
9. Resurface various Road | i | | | | | I
(First Contract) | I [ X | | 100 | ! | 827,238.35
10. Rapid Run/Neeb Road ! I | I [ ! ! I
Intersection Improvement | | X | ] I 70 | | 30 | 405,810.00
11. Harrison Road Pierwall ! [ [ X | | 100 | i | 71,107.50
12. Ebenezer Road I ! I X | | 100 | | I 68,629.50
13. Winton Rd. Bridge FPR-0844]| | | X | | 100 | | ! 77,800.00
14, Winton Road Bridge B-0673 | | | X | | 100 | ] | 290,230.00
15. Banning Road | I | X | [ 100 | ! | 74,215.00
16. Dick Road [ | [ ] X | 100 | | ! 75,170.00
17. Springdale Road ! X | ] | 23 | | 77 | 782,828.72
18. Reed Hartman Highway | | I X | i 30 | | 70 | 445,026.85
19. Foley Road | | | X | ] 35 | i 65 1 865,159.88
20. Resurfacing Various Roads | | | | | ] ] |
(Second Contract) | I | X | [ 100 | ! [1,094,523.80
21, Cleves-Warsaw Road ] I | X | | 100 | I ] 390,000.00
22. Resurfacing Various Roads | | l ! ] | | |
(Third Contract) | | | X | I 100 | | [1,210,000.00
23. Guardrail Program i | | | X | 100 | | |  300,000.00
24, Culvert Program I ! | | X | 100 | | [ 250,000.00
25. Pavement Markers I ! I [ X | 100 | | | 161,000.00
26. Sidewalk Contract | X 1 | ! ! 100 | I | 9,000.00

TOTAL = $ 8,781,180.85
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TWO—-YEAR MAINTENANCE OF LOCAL EFFORT REPORT

HAMILTON COUNTY ENGINEER'S OFFICE

roject Type:

P
P4
e
Iw

- Repair
— Expansion
Replacement

-~ New Construction or Relocation

Funding Source:

L, - Local
F - Federal
S - State

Project Description | Project Type | Funding Source | Appropriate
1 and % | or
| Rpl Ex! Rel Nw] L F | s 1 Expended
| |- | | I
989 Capital Improvements: ! i I ! | I | |
! I l | I | | l
1. Snider Road Box Culvert I i I X | | 100 | | |$ 155,216.7.
2. Resurfacing Contract No. 1 |} X | | ] [ 100 | I | 280,771.1
3. Fields Ertel Box Culvert | } | X | 1 100 | | | 52,53%.0
4., Curb Ramps Contract No. 1 | | | | | | | |
Colerain/Sprinafield Twps. | ! | X | X1 100 | I | 30,000.0-
5. Curb Ramps Contract No. 2 | | | | | | | I
Delhi/Green Twps. i ! | X | X ] 100 | i I 29,018.0°
6. Curb Ramps Contract No. 3 | ! [ [ | [ I [
Anderson/Columbia Twps. ] | i X1 X | 100 | { | 10,361.0
7. Sheits Rd. Slide Correction] ! | | ] I i I
with Pier Wall | X | | I | 100 | | i 421,655.5
8. Resurfacing Contract No. 2 | X | i | | 100 | | I 710,610.4.
8. Eight Mile and Ayers Rds. | | | | [ f ] i
Hump Removals | | I X1 ] 100 | | | 180,996.8
0. 1989 Bridge Painting Contr.! X | ! i | 100 | | i 89,924.0
1. Lawrenceburg Rd. Bridge I I ] ! ! ] | |
Demolition ! i ] | | 100 | | | 74,800.0
2. Loveland-Madeira RdA. Widen.| | X | | 1 100 | | | 21,636.0
3. Waycross Rd. & Civic Center| | ] | | l | I
Drive Improvements P X | ! | X | 100 | f I 416,203.6
4. Hosbrook Rd. Resurfacing & | ! ! | I | | |
Galbraith Rd. at Montgomeryl | | ] ] | | ]
Widening & Resurfacing P X | X | ! | 1o0 | l ! 64,025.6
5. Five Mile RA. Widening & | 1 | | | ] ] |
Resurfacing | X1 X 1 | [ 100 | | i 329,094.6
6. Resurfacing Contract No. 3 | X | | ! | 100 | | | 108,878.6
7. Union Cemetery Rd. Curve ] | | | ] | | |
Modification & Mason Rd. ! ! | l I ! | ]
Widening | | X | X1 1 100 | | | 105,814.0
8. 1989 Guardrail Contract ] | X1 X1 x| 100 | | | 242,803.0
9. Devil's Backbone Rd. & | | | | | | | I
Cleves-Warsaw Rd. | | | | ] | I |
Intersection Improvement | X | ! | X | 100 ! | I 169,265.5
0. 014 Colerain Bridge B-0404 | i | X | | 10 | | 90 | 1,324,655.0
1. Westwood Northern R4. i | ! I | | | |
Improvement I X | ! } | 10 | | 90 | 1,044,451.0
2. Foley Rd. Improvement I X | | ! | 10 | | 90 | 594,747.0
TOTAL 1989 $6,457,437.0
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HAMILTON COUNTY ENGINEER'S OFFICE

»roject Type: Funding Source:
Xp — Repair L - Local

2X — Expansion F - Federal

e — Replacement S - State

Ilw -~ New Construction or Relocation

Project Description | Project Type | Funding Source | Appropriatec
1 1 and % or
} Rpl Ex| Re|] Nwj L | F S Expended
| X | | |
988 Capital Improvements: l } } I | | ] |
| | I | I !
1. Daly Road Improvements I X | l ] | 100 | ! !$ 587,777.7
2. North Bend Rd. Lane | ! [ | I | ! |
Addition at Cheviot Rd. ! | X | ! | 100 | | I 70,610.2¢
3. Rapid Run Road, Section 1 | | x| | 100 1 I | 413,811 .4¢
4. Berkshire Road Bridge | | | [ [ | | 1
(B-0022) ] | ] X | | 100 | | | 379,256.8"
5. Betts Ave. Improvement | X | | ! ] 100 | | ! 368,092.0°
6. Race Road-Bridgetown ! I I | ] I I
Intersection Improvement | X 1 X | | X 1 100 | I | 149,090.5¢
7. Resurfacing Contract No. 1 | X | f [ | 100 | ! [ 250,181.5:
8. East Miami River Road Slidel ] | | | | [ |
Correction with Pier Wall | X | | I | 100 | | ! 317,204.5¢(
9. Resurfacing Contract No. 2 | X | ] ] | 100 | [ | 103,879.8:
0. West Road Improvements F X1 X ] X1 | 100 | ] [ 525,921.4¢
1. Wesselman Road Bridge | | ! ] ! I ! i
(B-0310) | | [ X | | 100 | ] | 100,894.0f
2. Rapid Run Rd., Section 2 | | | X | [ 100 | ] | 706,547.4.
3. Montgomery Rd.-Hosbrook R4.| [ [ | [ ! ! |
intersection Improvements 1 X1 X 1 i | 100 | | | 381,822.8¢(
4. Harrison Rd4. Bridge over | I | ! | ! | !
Great Miami River (B-0754) | 1 I X | ] 100 | ! | 2,297,141.2¢(
5. East Miami River Rd. Slide | ] I [ I I [ [
Correction | X | | | | 100 | | | 157,267.0C
6. Hopper Rd. at Eight Mile | | f | | | I |
Rd. Culvert Replacement ] [ ] X | | 100 | | I 54,470.0¢
7. New Haven Rd. Bridge | I ] i I ! | I
Replacement (B~0632) | | X | X | I 25 | 75 | | 248,605.8(
8. Cheviot-Blue Rock HES ! f | | ! I | I
Project Safety Upgrade | I X 1 I | 251 75 | | 69,200.0¢

TOTAL 1988 $7,181,724.4(



Qounty of Hamilton

DONALD C. SCHRAMM, P.E.-P.S. COUNTY ENGINEER

700 COUNTY ADMINISTRATION BUILDING
138 EAST COURT STREET
CINCINNATI, OHIO 45202
GENERAL INFORMATION (513) 632-B523

CONSTRUCTION COSTS:

The opinion of Project Construction Costs is based on
current unit price experience and is subject to adjustment upon
completion of detailed Plans and receipt of an acceptable
proposal and bid by a gqualified Contractor.

STATEMENT OF USEFUL LIFE:

As required by Chapter 164-1-13 of the Ohic Admipist;ative
Code, I hereby certify that the sSpringdale Road Rehabilitation
will have a useful life of at least 20 years.,
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PROJECT
ENG. EST.:
ALy DATE :

ITEN
NO.

201
201
202
202
202
202
202
m2
202
202
202
203

243
203
301
ans
a2
404
h52

602
Gi13
602
603
(03
603
G173
oGO3
LA
H04
604
604
()4
Gl4

£09
09
614
515
615
519
623
SPIL
SPL

$1,039,369.00

DESCRIFTION

CLEARING ANDN GRUBBING
TREES OR STUMPS REMOVED - 18"

WEARING COURSE REMOVED
PAVEMENT REMOVED

PIPE REMOVED, 24" AND UNDER

CATCH BASIN REMOVED

FENCE REMOVED FOR STORAGE
WALIL REMOVED
CURE REMOVED

CURB AND GUTTER REMOVED
STRUCTURE REMNOVED

EXCAVATION NOT INCLUDING

EMBANKMENT GONSTRUCTION

EMBANRMENT

SUIBGRADE COMPAGCTTON

BITUHNINGOUS AGGREGATE BASE

PORTLAND CEMENT CONCRETE BASE - 9"
ASPHALT CONGRETE, AC - 20
ASPHALT CONCREIE, AC - 20
P'LAIK FORTLARD CEMENT CONCRETE
PAVEMENT - 7"

CONCRETE MASONRY

6" CONDUIT, TYPE €, 706.02
12" CONDUIT, TYPE B, 706.02
12" CONDUIT. TYPE €, 706.02
15" CONDUIT. TYPE B, 706.02
18" CONDULT. TYPE B, 706.02
21" CONDUIT. TYPE B. 706,02
21" CONDUIT. TYPE €, 706.02
CATCH BASIN. TYPE 3-M

GATCH BASIN, TYPE 2-2-B
CATCH BASIN, TYPE 3

GATCH BASIN. TYPE 3A
MANNOLE. TYPE 3

SANLITARY MANHOLE ADJUSTED TO
GRADE W/BRICK AND MORTAR
CORNCRETL CURB, 1YPE O
LONCRETE CURB. TYPE 3-B
MATNTAINING TRAFFI1C
TEMPCRARY ROAD

TEMIURARY ROAD

FIELD OFFICE

CONSTRUCTION LAYOUT STAKES
WATER WORKS ITEMS
CONTINGENCIES

UNOFFICIAL BTID TOTALS :
PERCLCNT OVER/UNDER ESTIMATE :

{SPRINGDALE ROAD IMPROVEMENT - SECTION B

UNIT

Ls
Ls
5Y
5Y
LF
EA
LF
SF
LF
LF
LS

[H1
CcY
5Y

57
ey
cY

8Y
cY
Lr
LF
LF
LF
LF
LF
LF
EA
EA
Ed
EA
EA

EA

I.F
LF
LS
5Y
LS
LS
LS
LS

ENGINEER'S
ESTIMATE
QUANT UNIT TOTAL

1 5000.00 5000.00
1 5000.00 3000.00
1240 2.50 3100.00
1073 10.90 10730.00
1574 5.00 7870.00
3 200.00 600,00
203 5.00 1015.00
2198 2.50 5495.00
408 5.00 204000
318 10.00 3180.00
1 1000.00 1000.00
3130 io.00 31300.00
1421 10,00 14210.00
10120 1.50 15180.00
2453 60.00 147180.00
21 35.00 3i85.00
681 G0.00 A0B60.0D
676 60.00 40360.00
813 30.00 24390.00
0.4 300.00 120.00
9 35.00 315.00
1540 40.00 61600.00
206 40.00 8240.00
692 45,00 31144.00
1307 50.00 65350.00
115 55.00 6325.00
18 33.00 990.00
13 1500.00 19500.00
18 1000.00 18000, 04
3 1504.00 4300.00
27 1200.00 32400.00
1 1500.00 1500.00
16 730.00 12900.00
6674 10.50 70077.00
13 . 20,00 260,00
1 40000.00 40000.00
1 13156.20 13156.20
2950 20.00 59000.00
1 15000.00 15000.00
1 5000.00 3000.00
1 &3000.80 63000.80
1 150000.00 151000.00

51,939.369.00
0.00

REPLACEMENT

PORTION
TOTAL

4000.00
4000.00
2480,00
8584.00
6296.00
480.00
812.00
4396.00
1632.00
253644 ,0(0
840.00

25040.00
11368.00
12144,00
117744.,00
2348.400
32688.00
32448.00

19512.00
96,00
252.00
449280.00
6592.00
24912,00
52280.00
3060,00
792,00
15600.00
14490.00
le00. 00
25920.00
1200.00

600,00
56061.060
208,00
J2000.00
10524.96
47200.00
£2000.00
4000.00
50400.64
1240000, 00

.§831,475.20

80%

EXPANSION
PORTION

TO'TAL

19000, g
Logn.ao
G20.00
2146.00
15374.00
120,00
203,00
1099.00
408,00
h36.00
200.00

6260.00
2842.10
J026.00
2943600
017.00
8172,00
aria2.m

4878.00
24,00
63,00

2324,

1643.00

6328.00

13070.00
126500
114.00
394, N0
3600, 00
090,00

6430, Ot}

30u.n00

2h00.40
14015, 40
32.90
3000.00
2631.24
118410, 00
3000,00
400,00
12600.16
30000, 00

5207.8771.80

204
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RESOLUTION APPOINTING DONALD C. SCHRAMM, HAMILTON COUNTY ENGINEER,
AS CEIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER FOR HAMILTON COUNTY, OHIO; A POLITICAL
SUBDIVISION OF DISTRICT #2 AS CREATED UNDER SECTION 164.03 0.R.C.

BY THE BOARD:

WHEREAS, HB 704 enacted legislation to establish 19 District Integrat-
ing Committees throughout the State of Ohio and Hamilton County comprises
District #2; and

WHEREAS, this Board did adopt a Resolution June 1, 1988, Vvol. 230,
Image 1347, appointing Donald C. Schramm Chairman of said District #2; and

WHEREAS, this Board did adopt a resolution On October 18, 1989, vol.
236, Image 623, appointing Donalgd cC. Schramm, Hamilton County Engineer, to
the position of Chief Executive Officer of District £2 Integrating Commit-
tee in accordance with HBR 704; and

WHEREAS, this should have read to the Position of Chief Executive
Officer for the Political Subdivision of Hamilton County, Ohio.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of County Commissioners of
Hamilton County, Ohio that Donald C. Schramm, Hamilton County Engineer, be
appointed -to the position of Chief Executive Officer for the Political
Subdivision of Hamilton County, Ohio of District £2 division of the state,
che term to be concurrent with the Resolution as previously adopted on June
l, 1988. °

ADCPTED at a regqular meeting of the BRoard of County Commissioners of
Hamilton County, State of Ohio, this Rth day of Novepber » 1989,

Ms. Beckwith AYE Mr., DeCourcy AYE Mr. Taft, v

CERTIFICATE OF CLERK

IT Is HEREBY CERTIFIED that the foregeing is a true and correct
transcript of a Resolution adopted by this Board of County Commissioners in
session this 8th day of November r 1989,

DY e
STy -

I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the
ce of County Commissioners of Hamilton County,
..day of November : 1989,

e éf_ 15
%M'a %K’

Angela Petzel, Clerk
Board of County Commissioners
Hamilton County, Ohio




STATUS OF FUNDS REPORT

SP
PROJECT : RINGDALE ROAD REHABILITATION

This is to certify that the sum of § 103,936.90 will be
available as the local matching funds in connection with Hamilton
County's application requesting, through the District 2
Integrating Committee, financial assistance for the above named
project.

The source of the local match will be Hamilton County's road
and bridge funds derived from State of Ohio fuel tax and license
tag fees.

Local matching funds will be encumbered and certified upon
completion of the Project Agreement with the Ohio Public Works
Commission.

HAMILTON COUNTY

Chief Executive Officer:

Chief Financial Officer: (S;\g;f\\*thﬁl \ QTNQT\GQ«7>/

MICHAEL J. MALO
HAMILTON COUNTY ABRITOR




SUPPORTING INFORMATION

TEMPORARY JOBS:

- This project will result in temporary employment due to
construction work. Approximately ten (10) to fifteen (15)
short-term construction jobs will be created as a result of
this project.

FULL-TIME JOBS:

We are not able to forsee any new, full-time employment as a
result of this project.
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ADDITIONAL SUPPORT INFORMATION

For 1991, Jjurisdictions shall complete the State application form for Issue
2, Small Government, or Local Transportation Improvement Program (LTIP)
funding. In addition, the District 2 Integrating Committee requests the
following information to determine which projects are funded. Do NOT
request a specific type of funding desired, as this is decided by the
"District Integrating Committee.

1. Of the total infrastructure within the jurisdiction which is similar to
the infrastructure of this project, what percentage can be classified
as being in poor condition, adequacy and/or serviceability?

Typical examples are:

Road percentage = Miles of road that are in poor condition
Total miles of road within jurisdiction

I

Miles of storm sewers that are in poor condition
Total miles of storm sewers within jurisdiction

Storm percentage

n

Number of bridges that are in poor condition
Number of bridges within jurisdiction

Bridge percentage

Miles in poor condition = 166 or 33%.

Total miles in jurisdiction = 503.58

2. What is the condition of the existing infrastructure to be replaced,
repaired, or expanded? For bridges, base condition on latest general
appraisal and condition rating.

Closed Poor

Fair X Good

Give a brief statement of the nature of the deficiency of the present
facility such as: inadequate load capacity (bridge}; surface type and
width; number o¢f lanes; structural condition; substandard design
elements such as berm width, grades, curves, sight distances, drainage
structures, or inadeguate service capacity. If known, give the
approximate age of the infrastructure to be replaced, repaired, or
expanded.

EXxisting facility has base failure and needs re-built and widened.

Roadway is currently two (2) lanes. Existing surface is asphalt

concrete, Storm pipe is deteriorated and curb, drainage structures

need rebuilt.

Page 1



If State Issue 2 funds are awarded, how soon (in weeks or months) after
completion of the agreement with OPWC would the opening of bids occur?

6 weeks

Please 1indicate the current status of the project development by
circling the appropriate answers below.

a) Has the Consultant been selected? ....eceeeeean .. Yes No N/A
b} Preliminary development or engineering completed? Yes No N/A
c) Detailed construction plans completed? .......... Yes No N/A
d) BAll Right-of-Way acquired? .......eoneuu.. e .. Yes No N/A
e) Utility coordination completed? ....... Cee e Yes | No N/A

Give estimate of time, in weeks or months, to complete any item above
not yet completed.

& Months

How will the proposed infrastructure activity impact the general
health, welfare, and safety of the service area? (Typical examples
include the effects of the completed project on accident rates,
emergency response time, fire protection, health Thazards, user
benefits, and commerce.)

Widening the roadway to accommodate three (3) lanes, one for turning,

will allow free flow of traffic. Less congestion will shorten

emergency response time.

For any project involving GRANTS, the local jurisdiction must provide a
MINIMUOM OF 10% of the anticipated construction cost. Additionally, the
local Jurisdiction must pay 100% of the costs of preliminary
engineering, inspection of construction, and Right-of-Way acquisition.
If a project is to be funded under Issue 2 or Small Government, the
costs of any betterment/expansion are 100% local. Local matching funds
must either be currently on deposit with the jurisdiction, or certified
as having been approved or encumbered by an outside agency (MRF, CDBG,
etc.}. Proposed funding must be shown on the Project aApplication under
Section 3.2, "Project Financial Resources", For a project involving
LOANS or CREDIT ENHANCEMENTS, 100% of construction costs are eligible
for funding, with no local match required.

What matching funds are to be used for this project? (i.e. Federal,
State, MRF, Local, etc.)

L.ocal

To what extent are matching funds to be utilized, expressed as a
percentage of anticipated CONSTRUCTION costs?

Ten (10) percent of construction costs.

Page 2



Has any formal action by a federal, state, or local government agency
resulted in a complete ban or partial ban of the use or expansion of
use for the involved infrastructure? (Typical examples include weight
limits, truck restrictions, and moratoriums or limitations on issuance
of new building permits.) THE BAN HUST HAVE AN ENGINEERING
JUSTIFICATION TO BE CONSIDERED VALID.

COMPLETE BAN PARTIAL BAN NO BAN X

Will the ban be removed after the project is completed? YES NO

Document with specific information explaining what type of ban
currently exists and the agency that imposed the ban.

What is the total number of existing users that will benefit as a
result of the proposed project? Use appropriate criteria such as
households, traffic counts, ridership figures for public transit, daily
users, etc., and equate to an equal measurement of users:

ADT = 20,562 X 1.2 ~ 24,675 existing users,

For roads and bridges, multiply current documented Average Daily
Traffic by 1.2 occupants per car (I.T.E. estimated conversion factor)
to determine users per day. Ridership figures for public transit must
be documented. Where the facility currently has any restrictions or is

partially closed, use documented traffic counts prior to restriction.
For storm sewers, sanitary sewers, water lines, and other related
facilities, multiply the number of households in the service area by
four (4) to determine the approximate number of users per day.

The Ohio Public Works Commission requires that all Jjurisdictions
applying for project funding develop a Ffive year overall Capital
Improvement Plan that shall be updated annually. The Plan is to
include an inventory and condition survey of existing capital
improvements, and a list detailing a schedule for capital improvements
and/or maintenance. Both Five-Year Overall and Five-Year Issue 2
Capital Improvement Plans are required.

Copies of theses Plans are to be submitted to the District Integrating

Committee at the same time the Project Application is submitted.

Is the infrastructure to be an improved part of a facility that has
regional significance? (Consider the number of jurisdictions served,
size of service area, trip 1lengths, functional classification, and
length of route.) Provide supporting information.

Springdale Reoad serves Colerain and Springfield Townships and the

Village of Greenhills. It is a major east-west road.

Page 3



OHIO INFRASTRUCTURE BOND PROGRAM (ISSUE 2)
LOCAL TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (LTIP)
DISTRICT 2 - HAMILTON COUNTY

1991 PROJECT SELECTION CRITERIA

JURISDICTION/AGENCY: //%f%%’/ L o4/, e Sl

PROJECT IDENTIFICATION:

S e b e 2.5 /@/M —

u_f;:;%;4152741/;£ﬁ::? T e T ,/“Z%;szﬁnfiﬁff%kiz7

PROPOSED FUNDING:

,74’2 =lnl /gj O g

ELIGIBLE CATEGORY:

__7:§—Zj O

SN STRE gt

POINTS =—ﬁ;i;;7/”§%2234%37 =2 TR &%9/ =

A2

2. 2

A el

45343z;¢,27

/— 7'57. a'/’: ";-4 .'/-.-_7 /...-9'?;':" o (,/; r/_’"

Pk .
/-/ <:“--—- ;__,c__"’»"‘_'_/:_,

EEA, LT P

10 Points ~ Bridge, roadh stormwater -
5 Points - All other projects

Type of project P J<Qi7

If Issue 2/LTIP funds are granted, how soon after the
Project RAgreement 1is completed would a construction contract
be awarded? ({Even though the jurisdictions will be asked
this question, the Support staff will assign points based on
engineering experience.)

10 Points - Will definitely be awarded in 1991
5 Points - Some doubt whether it can be awarded in 1991
0 Points - No way it can be awarded in 1991

What 1is the condition of the infrastructure to be replaced
or repaired? For bridges, base condition on latest general
appraisal and condition rating.

15 Points - Poor conditien
10 Points - Fair to Poor condition

sﬁﬂféa.;zzz%yggﬁ 5 Points - Fair condition

NOTE:

If infrastructure i1s in "good"™ or better condition, it

will NOT Dbe considered for Issue 2/LTIP funding, unless it is a
betterment project that will improve serviceability.
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If the project i1is built, what will be its effect on the
facility's serviceability?

5 Polnts -~ Will significantly effect serviceability

4 points -

3 Points - Will moderately effect serviceability

2 Points -

1 Point -~ Will have little or no effect on serviceability

Of the total infrastructure within the jurisdiction which is
similar to the infrastructure of this project, what portion
can be c¢lassified as being in poor or worse condition,
and/or inadequate in service?

10 Points - 50% and over
8 Points - 40% to 49%

6 Points - 30% to 39%

4 Points - 20% to 29%

2 Points - 10% to 19%

0 Polints - Less than 10%

How important is the project to the health, welfare, and
safety of the public and the citizens of the District and/or
the service area?

10 Points - Significant importance
8 Points -

-6 Points - Moderate importance

4 Points -

2 Points - Minimal importance

What i1s the overall economic health of the jurisdiction?

10 Points - Poor

8 Points =~

6 Polnts -~ Fair

4 Polnts -

2 Points - Excellent

What matching funds are being committed to the project,
expressed as a percentage of the TOTAL CONSTRUCTION COST?
Matching funds may be local, Federal, ODOT, MRF, etc. or a
combination of funds.

Points - More than 50%
Points - 40% to 49.9%
Points - 30% to 39.9%
Points 20% to 29.9%
Point 10% to 19.9%

H N WGB!

MINIMUM 10% MATCHING FUNDS REOUIRED



9)

B

L2 10)

Has any formal action by a Federal, State, or 1loc:
governmental agency resulted in a partial or complete ban ¢
the wusage _or expansion of the usage for the 1invoive
infrastructure? Examples include weight limits o
structures and moratoriums on building permits in
particular area due to local flooding downstream. Point
can be awarded ONLY i1f construction of the Project bein
rated will cause the ban to be removed.

10 Points - Complete ban
5 Points «~ Partizl ban
0 Points -« No ban

What 1is the total number of existing daily users that wil
benefit as a result of the proposed project? Appropriat
criterla includes traffic counts & households served, whe:
converted to a measurement of persons. Public transit user
are permitted to be counted for roads and bridges, but onl-
when certifiable ridership figures are provided.

10 Points - 10,000 and oOver
Points - 7,500 to 9,999

Points - 5,000 to 7,49%

Points - 2,500 to 4,999

Points ~ 2,499 and Under

NGO

Does the infrastructure have regional impact? Conside
originations & destinations of traftfic, size of servic
area, number of jurisdictions served, functiona’
classification, etc.

Points - Major impact
Points -

Points
Points =~
Point

Moderate impact

kN W n

Minimal or no impact

TOTAL AVAILABLE = 100 POINTS



